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REMARKS 

Reconsideration and allowance of the above-referenced 

application are respectfully requested. 

Numerous claims stand rejected under 35 USC 102 and/or 103 
as being unpatentable over Auer, and/or Tymes. In response, and 
after reviewing the case in detail, Applicants have herewith 
substantially narrowed the issues. This has been done by 
deleting the Independent claims 22 and 23, and amending the 
remaining independent claims 1 and 21 to recite the subject 
matter of the embodiment described on page 13, lines 5-15, 
specifically, that the information for display is sent m bursts 
to update the display, but yet the displays provides a 
continuous display of the information. This is in no way taught 
or suggested by any of the cited prior art, and hence this 
obviates the rejection. 

The claimed subject matter is very different than the 
teaching of Auer and teaches conventional kinds of information 
being sent from the video controller to the display. In 
interpreting Auer, the rejection states that Auer teaches 
wireless communication and transmission. Even if this is true, 
Auer teaches nothing about communicating the information for 
updating a display on a handheld device, in bursts. Therefore, 
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these claim amendments are completely different than anything 
taught by the prior art, and patently distinguishable thereover. 

It is believed that all of the pending claims have been 
addressed in this paper. However, failure to address a specific 
rejection, issue or comment, does not signify agreement with or 
concession of that rejection, issue or comment. In addition, 
because the arguments made above are not intended to be 
exhaustive, there may be reasons for patentability Oi_ oa &1X 

pending claims (or other claims) that have not been expressed. 
Finally, nothing in this paper should be construed as an intent 
to concede any issue with regard to any claim, except as 
specifically stated in this paper, and the amendment of any 
claim does not necessarily signify concession of unpatentability 

of the claim prior to its amendment. 

In view of the above amendments and remarks, therefore, all 
of the claim should be in condition for allowance. A formal 
notice to that effect is respectfully solicited. 
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